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" April 7th. Wrote to say she could not now bear
the medicine; she had had aching of head and eyes,
lost appetite, and had some rash over face.
"Acid and serpentary; then quinine and iron.
"July 9th, 1866. Has varied in condition; has

been on and off better; but is now worse again than
she has ever been."

Since this date I have not seen the patient.
I have no recollection, nor do my notes, the whole

of which I have published, bear any record of any
" operation" having been suggested by me; for, in-
deed, no one but a person who can state that a
case of chronic eczema is one of epilepsy, can
assert the habitual practice of masturbation by a
poor woman whose local disease rendered the slight-
est touch most painful, and can allege that an appli-
cation once a day of a weak solution of nitrate of
silver to the diseased and thickened skin was designed
to burn away the part, would see in the patient's
history the possibility of citoridectomy having been
suggested for her cure.

It is, however, possible that, though I do not in the
least remember it, I may have said that some small
portion of thickened and indurated nympha which
caused great irritation to the adjacent tender parts
might be snipped off with a pair of scissors by " any
apothecary". No one knows better than Mr. Brown
the difference between an operation which " any
apothecary could do," and which was so trivial that
" I did not need to be present at it," and clitori-
dectomy, which sets its mark upon a woman for life,
and calls for an amount of surgical skill in its per-
formance which the operator considers not overpaid
by an enormous fee.

I have remarked in my former letter, with I trust
no undue severity, on the careless propagation of
statements which a little inquiry would have ascer-
tained to be inaccurate. I have no comment to make
on the reiteration of a charge which has already re-
ceived my positive denial. It lies beyond the pale
of criticism, below the reach of censure.

I am, etc., CHARLES WEST.
61, Wimpole Street, Dec. 24th, 1866.

LETTER PROM ROBERT GREENHALIGH, M.D.
SIR,-It is with great reluctance that I occupy my

time and your space by noticing the letter which
Mr. Isaac B. Brown has inserted in the last number
of your JOURNAL. That letter, however, contains
sundry statements reflecting so acrimoniously on
me, that I think it due to myself to trouble your
readers with this brief reply.
I will take Mr. Brown's statements in order. A. If

I may judge from the tenor of Dr. West's last letter
on the subject of clitoridectomy, he will scarcely
think it worth his while to descend again into the
arena of controversy; though Mr. Isaac B. Brown
may " swear" ever so stoutly, and his nurse take
" oaths" without number "before a magistrate." If
I may be permitted to place reliance on the evidence
adduced in the prescriptions and letters, as quoted, I
should imagine that the case was one of chronic
eczema. The lotion, I may observe, was stimulating,
not " caustic". The allusion to the part being"" burnt away", or " cut out", refers probably to somehypertrophy, or adhesion of the nymphb not very
uncommon in that affection.
On the delicacy ofgiving publicity to the letters of

the lady to her nurse, I too "leave your readers to
form their own judgment."

B. Mr. Isaac B. Brown, referring to my first case,
says: " In a case brought to me by an eminent phy-sician in London, Dr. West had given his opinion to
the effect that the case was a suitable one for my

opeation." He adds: "I am prepared to swear
that I was so informed by the physician; that phy-
sician was Dr. GreenhaIgh." To this assertion I give
the most emphatic denial. Dr. West had never seen
the patient, at least in consultation with me, as Mr.
Brown might have ascertained from her before he
made so reckless an assertion. We know on the best
and most unquestionable authority that Dr. West
never has advised and never would advise clitorid-
ectomy for the object specified, and we are asked to
believe that he made an exception to this rule in
favour of a patient whose case he had not personally
diagnosed, and whom he had never even seen! Mr.
Brown complains that this lady had asked me to con-
sult him about her, and I had omitted taking any
steps. I submit that Mr. Brown's forgetfulness ofpro-
fessional etiquette in thislcase seems to have blinded
him to the consideration that it would have involved
a loss of dignity and self-respect to which I, at least,
could with difficulty be reconciled, if I had consented
under the circumstances to such a course. The pa-
tient, I may simply observe, had been taken out of
my hands by the very man to whom I had intro-
duced her! I deny that I ever recommended re-
moval of the clitoris for self-abuse. The patient just
referred to stated that she could not and would not
discontinue the habit to which she was addicted, and
that she would have the part cut out, co4te qui coate.
Such being her determination, I advised her to have-
Mr. Brown's opinion, who was at that time, as I be-
lieve, the only surgeon who performed the operation
on which she was so resolutely bent. Mr. Brown
urged the excision, and promised it would effect a
cure. Mr. Brown must know as well as I do that
when I was appealed to, I declined to express an
opinion, stating that I had no experience, and could
have no faith in the result thus confidently promised.
The operation was performed in July 1865, by Mr.
Brown, and in January 1866 she was worse than ever.
In presence of this signal failure of clitoridectomy,
it would be an inquiry of great interest to the pro-
fession to know what treatment it is which has
proved, as Mr. Brown alleges, successful.

c. The profession have now before them two versions
of what it is difficult to believe can be the same case.
It is no part of my business to determine whether
Dr. West, corroborated as he is by Mr. Paget, is more
deserving of credit than Mr. Isaac B. Brown. The
last named surgeon is, I think, not always felicitous
in conveying an exact idea of what actually occurred
in particular cases. Whether he has been more for-
tunate on the present occasion, others must judge.
With regard to the report of my observations at

the meeting of the Obstetrical Society, I think it will
be generally agreed, that neither the interests of
societies nor of the profession at large would be pro-
moted by the publication of the ipsissima verba ut-
tered on the spur of the moment at any particular
meeting. At the same time, I quite see the difficulty
involved in the publication of a report which is not
taken verbatim from the lips of the speaker. On the
whole, however, I suppose the greatest advantage
must accrue from the system of reporting in journals
which best conveys what the writer really meant to
say, and would actually have said, if he had had
more time to prepare his words and curtail his ob-
servations within a moderate space. It was under
the influence of these views that, some days after
I spoke at the meeting, I endeavoured to put
down on paper as well as I could the purport of
what I had uttered impromptu. It seems to me it
was my bounden duty to take all care that what ap-
peared in print should be free from any of the in-
curacies incidental to an unpremeditated address
nassisted by notes. I can honestly say that, if
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have erred in thus amplifying or correcting what
escaped from me at the meeting, it was out of no
sinister intention, but solely-from a desire to be accu-
rate.
Mr. Isaac B. Brown refers to my visits to the Sur-

gical Home. They were paid on the following occa-
sions: March 24th, April 14th, May 19th, June 2nd,
December 1st, 1864; and Mach 6th, 1865. I have
the greatest pleasure in recording these visits, and
in adding that on every occasion I was received by
Mr. Brown with the greatest courtesy and attention.
The fact that I paid them at all, and that I paid
them so frequently, is a proof that I was determined
to judge for myself the merits of that institution;
and that, if I now pen an adverse verdict upon it in
one of its most important features, I do so "by mine
own ezperience, not by others' talk". I shall always
do Mr. Brown the justice to admit that I there saw
surgical operations of coniderable difficulty executed
with conspicuous success. But I saw more than
that. Truth compels me to add, that I there saw
scenes and heard details which I will not further
chaxacterise than by saying that I thenceforth advised
my class never again to visit that institution, and
came to a like resolution as regards myself.
I desire to express my regret at having alluded, as

it is alleged, prematurely to Dr. Harling's case. It
is, however, a satisfaction to me to find, from that
gentleman's letter, that the statement I made was
correct. " A relapse occurred within three weeks of
the operation, and at the present time the wretched
patient is in a pitiable and unmitigated plight of
general nervous distress, and has sustained a return
of the irritation which the excision of the clitoris was
designed to eradicate."
To conclude this thoroughly nasty subject, I am of

opinion that Mr. Isaac B. Brown's theories are
founded on the most unwarrantable assumptions re-
specting practices to which it is calumniously pre-
tended the women of England are largely addicted;
and I am further of opinion that the operation to
which Mr. Brown gives such offensive publicity is not
only utterly futile in effecting the alleged cure, but is
further fraught with considerable danger to the
morals of the public and the high tone of the profes-
sion. I am, etc., ROBERT GREENHALGH.

77, Grosvenor Street, W., December 26th, 1866.
[Dr. Greenhalgh's theory of reporting at societies

ca hadly pass without remark. The object of
spearwo who report their own speeches should obvi-
ously be to give them with as nearly as possible
literal awcuracy, and to avoid introducing new matter.
Dr. Greenhalgh's intentions on the present occasion
were clearly of the best kind, and we have no inten-
tion of impugning his motives in criticising his theo-
ries. The system of reports made by speakers after
"due thought" or the lapse of days is, however, open
to objection; and we think that the time has come
for a revision of the system of reporting at societies.
EDIrre.]

INFLUENCE OF NERVE-DISORDERS ON
NUTRITION.

LiETTER FROM E. M. C. HOOKER, L.R.C.P.Ed.
SIR,-In your JOURNAL a few weeks ago, was a

letter from Mr. Paget, calling attention to, and
courting inquiiry in, what appears to me a matter of
great interest to the physician: viz., the effect of
nerve-disorders on nutrition.
My attention was forciLbly directed to this subject

by a ce published by myself in the Lancet seven
year ago, but which I had better briefly recapitulate.

J'ane B., aged 26, had been for fifteen years the
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subject of a very. aainful condition of the leg, attended
by ulceration an atrophy. She had been treated by
the most eminent London surgeons, but had received
little or no relief. With a view to afford some ease
to the tormenting pain, I cut down on, and made a
section of, the popliteal nerve as higl up as I could
well reac, it.
The rsisult was most satisfactory; within three

months, the ulceration was at an end; the limb,
from being wasted to the last degree, assumed the
appearance of most perfect development. The patient
who had been for years dependant on crutches, was
able to walk four miles without any aid from cratch
or stick. So much for the case.
The question at once arises: if this degenerate

limb could be so thoroughly restored by suc direct
interference with nervous supply, why should not
more highly organised tissues be repaired ? If tuber-
culosis, etc., is ever to be under the control of the
physician, I feel strongly that,it will be by directing
attention to the matter of nerve-supply.

I am, etc., E. M. C. EooKmB.
Tunbridge, November 28th, 1866.

FACTS CONNECTED WITH THE EARLY
HISTORY OF VACCINATION.
LETTSB Fnox R. T. HuNT, tsQ.

Sip.,-The following correspondence between the
late Dr. Jenner and my father, may perhaps be in-
teresting to the members of the Association.

"186, New Bond Street, Ist February, 1802.
"My dear Sir,-Knowing that you have carried

the vaccine inoculations to a very considerable ex-
tent, I take the liberty of requesting you to favour
me with the general result of your practice; parti-
cularly with your opinion respecting the fact, whether
the inoculation of the cow-pox is a safe and efficacious
preventive of the small-pox.

" My motive for making this request, is the possi-
bility that in a little time the subject may undergo
Parliamentary discussion, and I wish to be prepaxed
with correct statements for the inspection of the
House of Commons. Allow me to observe, that I
by no means want you to take the trouble of going
into detail, but only to give a compressed statement
of facts. Perhaps it would be as well to state the
numbers inoculated; then to point out instances of
resistance to the small-pox; and, finally, your
opinion of the merits of the new mode of inocula-
tion.
"The sooner you can indulge me with a reply,

the more you will oblige,
Dear sir, yours very faithfuly,

" E. JENNER.
"P.S. Say nothing of Parliament in your letter.
"I have enclosed one of my late papers of instruc-

tions; which, I fear, you will hardly think worth the
price of a double letter.
"To Mr. Hunt, surgeon, Burford, Oxon."
"Dear Sir,-Not long since, I had the pleasure of

seeing my friend Mr. Dutton in town, and expresed
a wish to him, if he should chance to see you, to re-
quest the favour of you to send me your evidence
upon vaccie inoculaLion. I know you have gone far
into it, and can give me some strong facts. I would
not wish to trouble you in goig much into detail.
Be so good as to say what numbers you have inocu-
lated, and with what success, and give me your
opinion whether or not the small-pox might not be
driven from the earth by the universal adoption of
vaccine inoeulation ?...............

"Dear sir, your very faithful humble servant,
"E. ;I;u&

"New Bond Street, March 3rd, 1802"


